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dictory parts together. Thinking is no mere reflection, no
blotting-paper impression of sense experience: if it were, all
thought and judgement would be tautology. It is a synthetic
activity; it builds up unities of differences. The mind does not
rest on the object of its thought. It is ever seeking something
that hangs together. But any given object of thought is in-
adequate and partial, it demands some other object to make
it satisfactory. To take the simplest example: to think of 'being1
is meaningless until its opposite is reached, 'non-being*. But
this opposite taken by itself is equally inadequate without
'being'. The synthesis of the two 'becoming' is, therefore, more
adequate than either of the two abstractions. Or again, 'the
individual' demands its contrary 'non-individual' or the mass:
together they make sense as the organization of individuals for
a common purpose, viz. 'society9. And each synthesis will once
again demand its opposite in order to form a higher synthesis,
so that ultimately the universe will be understood as the highest
synthesis comprehending and including every partial aspect.
Thus every judgement that is made is an attempt to fit the given
into its proper place in the intelligible system of the real.

We can now apply this to the abstract idea of freedom.
Taken by itself, it means the power to do what one pleases. But
again taken by itself, this reduces to the activity of a lunatic who
does this or that without apparent rhyme or reason. And this,
from the point of view of the subject, is really the same as its
apparent opposite, necessity, that is, being the victim of the
strongest force acting at the moment on the person. True free-
dom is a synthesis of this licence and necessity. It is self-deter-
minism, self-command, the realization that one's action is one's
own and the awareness thatit is done within an objective system
which determines or limits the expression of that self-determina-
tion. Freedom is, then, the will aware that itis accepting a course
of action which fits it best into the intelligible and good system
of the universe. At once we realize how limited was the natural
rights theory as expressed by Locke. Rights are not abstract,
unrelated claims to power by the isolated individual, but asser-
tions of one aspect of a complex system which is directed
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